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Summary of Plato’s Apology (24b-26b)
Writing Process
For my project “Socrates: Corruptor, Improver, or Neither?” I engaged in a lengthy and comprehensive
writing process. To begin I read Plato’s Apology and annotated his work in much detail. This part of the
writing process was essential to begin my essay as it allowed me to engage in discussion during ASI 110
seminar and establish what exactly Plato meant within his work. After annotations and discussion I
began to create an outline for my essay and worked through how it should be structured. This led to
writing a rough draft and a writing conference with my professor, Dr. Elizabeth Mackay. We discussed how
my essay could be improved and what my next steps were in the writing process. Shortly after I spent
time making the changes that were needed, carefully proofread, worked to finalize my essay, and turned in
my final draft.
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Socrates: Corruptor, Improver, or
Neither?
Kathleen Crump

Getting involved with bloody coup leaders and going against the beliefs of the
government can get one caught in a world of trouble. That is especially true for
one philosopher: Socrates. From this trouble an intricate trial ensues, and Socrates
eventually receives the death penalty, but there were several factors that played
into Socrates being on trial. This comes at a time in Greek history when Athens
just surrendered in the Peloponnesian War and had another coup. Tensions were
high and fear was instilled in the government--they wanted no one around who
threatened them and their beliefs. Socrates, however, does just this as he makes it
well known that he has unorthodox religious beliefs, questions politicians, and is
closely bonded with leaders of both coups that occurred. In Plato’s Apology, a
written record of Socrates’ trial in 399 B.C.E., Plato describes why Socrates has
ended up in this position and gives details of his apology, which is, in fact, a
defense of an action. Sections 24b-26b outline two of Socrates’ arguments against
his charges: a singular individual like himself does not have the power to corrupt
an entire generation of youths and purposeful corruption would not only harm
others but himself.
The first argument that Socrates gives regards his alleged corruption of the
youth. Meletus, the man who initiated charges against Socrates, is sure that
Socrates is the main cause of the corruption of the youth in Athens. Socrates asks
questions to determine who Meletus feels can be a good influence on young
Athenian men, as well as why he feels Socrates is the sole cause of corruption on
these individuals. Through a series of questions, Socrates finds that Meletus
believes the laws, the jurymen who enforce and know the laws, council members,
and the assembly actively improve the young men. However, Meletus’ responses
to Socrates are brief. Meletus has nothing more to add besides defending his
original argument. This makes it seem as if Meletus, although presenting himself
as sure of his argument, is actually very unsure of his original accusation that
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Socrates corrupts all of the youth in society. While going through this portion of
the discussion, Socrates is doing his best to get to the bottom of how exactly all of
these men could be positive influences while he is solely responsible for
corruption. He even poses to Meletus a situation in which horses are trained
(25b). Is it plausible that one man is the corruptor of horses, or rather, is one man
the improver while the rest are worsening the horses? Socrates is sure that it is not
possible, especially in his case. There are multiple men that have the ability to
make contributions to the youths of society, whether that be a good or bad one,
while it is nearly impossible one man could be in control of every negative
contribution. In fact, Socrates even claims that it would be a blessing if only one
man were to corrupt the youth (25b). The metaphor gives reason to the belief that
Socrates alone cannot be the sole cause of corruption in the young men, if any
part of the cause at all.
A second argument arises as Meletus accuses Socrates of intentionally
harming Athenians through his teachings. Meletus is positive that the teachings
and actions of Socrates, especially those of unorthodox religious beliefs, are being
spread by him with the intention of hurting those of their civilization. Because of
this, Socrates needs to disprove that he is hurting others intentionally, and he does
so through philosophical thinking. He asks Meletus if anyone would ever want to
intentionally be harmed (25d). Meletus is quick to say no. This establishes
Socrates' argument that no man would intentionally hurt himself or put himself in
a position to be harmed. In addition to that, Socrates argues that he would not
corrupt others willingly as that is unjust. He is aware that any corruption done to
others will harm them, and from there, there will be a chain reaction in which he
eventually harms himself. So, even if there is harm being done, it is unintentional.
And in that case, Socrates understands that bringing the situation to the court was
inappropriate and could have been addressed privately by Meletus. However,
Meletus did not do this. Therefore, Socrates must make the audience aware that
he would never willingly harm another both out of regard for the common good
and because humans often always act in their own self-interest. It would make an
impact and its way back to himself, and no one wants to harm others or
themselves.
Socrates’ apology, though not something of remorse but rather defense, was
indeed a strong argument as to why he should not be convicted of a crime. He
makes it clear that he is not the sole cause of the corruption of the Athenian
youths, and his argument is made stronger by the horse analogy. Socrates also
successfully argues through philosophy that he would not intentionally hurt others
as that is unjust and in turn it would hurt himself. Meletus, being taken aback by
both arguments and having little to nothing to say, gives strong reason to believe
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that the government was simply threatened by Socrates. They wanted nothing
more than to make sure his ideas were not spread to the people, and Meletus
bringing him to court ensured that. Though many convincing arguments are given
on his behalf, he is still proven guilty and convicted of corrupting the youth and
unorthodox religious beliefs. The power of Socrates’ ideals threatened too many,
so death was the price he had to pay.
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